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p rr) t e s  t a1 I c g  i rig that the sol  i c i ta  t io 11:: ’ 
spccif icatio:is w e r e  inadequate which was 
fi lec’l  aEt$.i t i le  closing dates f o r  receipt 
of i n i t i a l  p raposa l s  is  untimely and w i l l  
n o t  be consi:lered. 

L e w i s  Corporation pro tes t s  request f o r  proposals 
(RFP 1 Nos. F4l603-81-R-1176,  F41608-52-R-1331 and F41608- 
83-R-0722 issued by Kelly A i r  Force Base for  ultrasonic 
cleaners. The protester  contends that  the so l i c i t a t ions  
contained inade~~uate sgecifications.  “d W e  d i s m i s s  the pro- 
t e s t  as  untimely. 

O u r  B i d  Protest  lrocedures s t a t e  that  p r o t e s t s  based 
o n  alleged improprieties i n  a so l i c i t a t ion  that are appar- 
ent pr ior  t o  the closing date for receipt  of i n i t i a l  pro- 
posals m u s t  b? f i led pr ior  to that time. 4 C.F.R. § 21.2  
( h ) ( l )  ( 1 9 8 3 ) .  T h e  A i r  Force h a s  informed this Office 
that  t h e  ainended c:.osing date for so l i c i t a t ion  1176 was 
Septelh:r  22, 3.381; €or so l i c i t a t ion  1 3 9 4  the closing d a t e  
w a s  A u g u s t  G ,  1932; a n d  for so l i c i t a t ion  0722  i t  was 
Dcce;nber 1 7 ,  1 3 , 3 2 .  The  p ro tes te r ’s  l e t t e r  to t h i s  Office 
co,nplainincj t h a t  each s o l i c i t a t i a a  contained “ a  weak 
description w i t h o t i t  technical d e t a i l s “  was received on 
June 2 7 ,  1933. ,;ince the protest  wa‘; f i l e d  w e l l  a f t e r  t h e  
closing d a t e  for each of the solicitations, the protest  is 
u n t i i n e l y  and w i l l  not be considered. TeleCtrO-FIek, .--- ~nc., 
B - 2 1 1 0 5 5 ,  March 2 2 ,  1 9 8 3 ,  6 3 - 1  CPD 297. 

The protest  i s  dismissed. 




